The article identifies the relationship among different agile software development approaches such as response extensiveness, response efficiency, team autonomy, team diversity, and software functionality that software teams face difficult challenges in associating and achieving the right balance between the two agility dimensions. This research strategy, in terms of quantity, is descriptive and correlational. Statistical analysis of the data was carried out, using SmartPLS 3.0. Statistical population, consist of employees of software industries in Bangladesh, who were engaged in 2017 and their total number is about 100 people. The data show that the response extensiveness, response efficiency, team autonomy, team diversity, and software functionality have impact on software development agility and software development performance.
Data
The dataset of this article provides the information on the recent agile software development approaches. Table 1 shows the demographic details of employers of software companies. Specifications These data can be used to improve the factors of agile practices and increase software development performance in the software industry in Bangladesh. 2. Experimental design, materials, and methods 20 software firms were chosen from Dhaka, Bangladesh. 160 questionnaires were distributed and 100 usable questionnaires were returned for analysis. In this study, data were gathered from all kind of software firms (small, medium, large) as well as a questionnaire [1] including the demographic data (e.g. qualification, experience). Then, the collected data were collected, coded and entered into SmartPLs 3.0. Data analysis was performed, using SPSS-21. Data were analyzed; applying descriptive and statistical tests including partial least squares approach. Table 2 shows that composite reliability and the AVE of all variables are higher than 0.7 and 0.5 [2e4] respectively, we can state that both criterion accept our five variables. Table 3 shows that the square root of the average variance where all the values on the diagonals are greater than the corresponding row and columns. It indicates that the measures are discriminant. The effect was calculated by following Cohen's effect size estimation [5] . Effect size is considered as small, medium and large if the values are 0.02, 0.15 and 0.35 respectively. Next this study also assessed effect sizes (f 2 ). Besides the path coefficient also the effect size can be evaluated to control for the respective impact of different variables in one model. In our case, Table 5 shows that AUT and DIV have small effect on EFI and EXT. For the dependent variable FUN, EFI has small effect comparatively to EXT.
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